problematicizing heterosexuality. My main concern here, however, is the challenge raised by scholars who consider race-ethnicity a critical category of analysis. Such an approach demands that we all, and not just the specialists of racial-ethnic minorities, integrate the histories of minorities fully into our analyses of the past No longer is it adequate to confine the study of racial-ethnic identities to those women and men who stood outside the dominant English-or French-Canadian majority. We are also being challenged to develop better tools for uncovering the ways in which the processes of racialization and ethnicization have influenced historical phenomena. In response, a growing number of scholars are embracing what has become a favoured approach of social historians and others in the 1990s -one that takes into account the intersections among class, gender, and race/ethnicity and considers the ways in which experiences and identities and political and social phenomena can be shaped by a multiplicity of overlapping and even contradictory influences.
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Given the current popularity of the class-gender-race/ethnicity analytical framework (not to mention an already emerging backlash), it seems an appropriate time to offer an assessment of the treatment of immigrants in Canadian historical writing. It seems especially appropriate since social historians operating within this three-pronged paradigm generally seem least informed about immigration. Sophisticated understandings of class and gender, of the varied histories of Canadian workers and women, are not always matched by an equally strong grasp of the complex histories of Canada's immigrants, the varied contexts in which immigrant history has been written, or of the valuable insights offered by immigration specialists that might have broader applicability. By the same token, immigration specialists appear relatively untouched by recent theoretical and methodological developments that have affected sister fields, such as postmodern gender analysis and its emphasis on deconstructing language and multiple systems of meanings. The paper maps general trends in the field of immigrant history, then turns to a detailed discussion of works produced in the last 25 years. The assessments reflect my own efforts to grapple with the intellectual possibilities that the class-genderrace/ethnicity paradigm raises for writing not only immigrant history in Canada 1 If we consider the eclectic collection of works produced between the 1920s and 1950s on immigrants in various regional and temporal settings in Canada, it is clear that the subject has also attracted specialists of various types. Such writers largely accented die nation-buildins framework, hut they filled in important HetaiU regarding the timing and pattern of settlement and to some extent the motives and backgrounds of the immigrants themselves. Much of mis work deals with the English, Scots, and Irish immigrants of the 19th-century's Great Migration Era. Ultimately, however, it tells us far more about policy and settlement patterns than the day-to-day world of newcomers. While containing positive evaluations of certain non-British groups, namely north-western Europeans, a racial bias in favour of the British 'stock' and Anglo-Celtic mores pervades this literature. visibility in the Canadian academy and among the general public reflects in part the demands of students in a multi-racial country to know mis history and the growing efforts of educators to diversify the Canadian "story." As Owen Thomas recently observed, this trend also reflects the growmg commercial cache of Blacks in our cultural tourism industry, a situation bound to encourage more history but of a yet unknown type and quality. 17 Another aspect of writing about immigrants is an amateur tradition of genealogists and history buffs tracing the family tree or reconstructing the local clan or kin networks of a village or town. Such activity has been undertaken with particular enthusiasm by those who, by virtue of their membership in Canada's Anglo-Celtic majority, feel a sense of entitlement in this regard A penchant for genealogy, for instance, has been much in evidence among the ancestors of the white United Empire Loyalists, who have felt confident in declaring their ancestors' position among Canada's founding races and, by extension, their own legitimacy as "true" Canadians. This work is valuable because of the often meticulous record-keeping involved but problematic because of the myth-making and elitism that underscores that activity. By contrast, scholarly work on the Loyalists, including studies of First Nations and Black Loyalists, has helped redress a popular bias in favour of elite white men and their families. Recent works also examine the escape and settlement experiences of the ordinary women and men who figured prominently in these migration streams."
A fourth trend concerns efforts to document the reception mat newcomers have received at the hands of the Canadian majority (English or French) and the usually hostile responses that each successive wave of immigrants has evoked. Whether evaluating Canada's popular image as a "haven" to fleeing minorities or dealing primarily with the adjustment patterns of specific groups, the rhetoric of social reformers, the public and private pronouncements of public figures, or deportation procedures, mese studies represent an impressive body of work. fully considered the gendered dimensions of anti-immigrant/minority discourses. Gendering the construct, "foreigner,'' would no doubt add to a fuller understanding of die contradictory strains mat usually inform racist and ethnic stereotypes.
Transforming the Field: New Immigration History 1970s-1990s
NOTWITHSTANDING THE PERSISTENCE of certain trends in the field, the character and aims of Canadian immigration history since die 1970s have undergone profound changes. As with working-class and women's history, the new immigration history surfaced as a branch of what has long been called the new social history, with its emphases on doing history "from die bottom up" and on "agency." Just as US and British labour and women's historians significantly affected developments in Canada in these respective fields, Canadian immigration history was heavily influenced by the pioneering works of us immigration specialists who in the late 1960s began producing new social histories of immigrants. Primarily specialists of volunteer, European rural immigrants who entered die United States during die industrial years from die mid-19th century to die 1920s, these historians undermined die Handlin model of uprootedness and offered several intriguing findings and conclusions. In place of Handlin's abruptly dislocated rural villagers, they discovered artisans, peasants, and labourers responding rationally to die direats diat spreading industrial capitalism in die European countryside posed to their customary ways of work and life. Handlin had depicted European emigrants as pre-modern peoples whose encounter with die industrial and urban world remade them into modern Americans. The revisionists punctured diis modernization model, showing that Europe's sending towns had not been isolated from 'modern' (ie., capitalist) change, and that newcomers, radier dian abandoning conventional modes of behaviour used diem to adapt to urban, industrial life.
To die very limited extent that Handlin considered gender differences, his immigrants were men robbed of their manly dignity and women prone to sexual assault In an era before feminist historians' exposure of family violence led us, comedy, to question benign depictions of die patriarchal but corporatist family, die revisionists were primarily concerned to rescue immigrant men and women from racial-ethnic stereotypes and modernization theories that damned diem as uneducated, uncoutii, undignified, and ill-equipped to improve their lives. A family-strategies approach, and a materialist framework mat acknowledged the sexual division of labour within pre-and post-migration households, also confirmed the centrality of work in ordinary peoples' lives and recognized their efforts at self-empowerment While us scholars took die lead in reshaping immigrant history, Canadian historians soon became critical contributors to the field and mere has been considerable dialogue between scholars from bom nations. Moreover, immigrant history continues to evolve in response to new research, of which die most challenging has been feminist-inspired studies of women, family, and community.
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Focusing on Canada, several approaches came to characterize historical treatments of immigrants during the 1980s and early 1990s. First, as historians increasingly sought to present the immigrant perspective-that is, to privilege the vantage point of the immigrants -there was a noticeable shift away from studying policy, policy-makers, and the views or stereotypes of host-society observers and towards documenting the immigrants' motives, strategies, and experiences. Scholars undertook to write internal histories of specific groups. This task involved efforts at reconstructing the material, emotional and social worlds of immigrants in die old society and new. Historians documented the internal dynamics of the ethnic community, and charted the development of ethnic organizations and the rise of ethnic group identities. The written records generated by immigrants and their associations and institutions, such as personal letters and diaries, the minutes of mutual benefit societies and union locals, foreign-language newspapers, and die audit books of remittance offices, became indispensable tools in a collective project aimed at giving voice to Canadian history's marginalized majority.
For those historians in a position to record living subjects, oral history was also embraced as a device that offered access to die stories of those traditionally silenced and provided a way of moving beyond the 'biased' accounts of 'outsiders.' Researchers hoped to enter the private and public arenas of immigrants from die perspective of the 'insider,' and to critically examine die customs, beliefs, behaviour, and even patriarchal structures of households and communities in ways mat did not 'exoticize' the 'foreigner.' Specialists deploying retrospective interviews have contributed enormously to our understanding of immigrants as historical actors, uncovering hitherto hidden or obscured aspects of immigrant lives and writing an ethnic history that is respectful of its subjects.
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As with other enthusiastic advocates of this methodology, immigration historians have not always been sufficiently attuned to its attendant problems, including the thorny question: whose stories do we actually 'tell' when we reconstruct an informant's narrative? The presupposition mat we can actually 'get at' the subjective experiences of our subjects has come under much criticism. So has the naive assumption that oral testimonies are an unmediatcd text, an authentic voice.
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Critical points regarding the complex role that memory, self-interest, and self-preservation play in shaping retrospective testimonies and die interventionist role the researcher plays in creating die testimonial have been especially forcefully made in feminist works on the rape and torture narratives of women in wartime and in refugee camps. As Marlene Epp has observed, a pattern common to such recollections concerns die storyteller, who recounts the torture in a third person narrative, providing details that only a victim could know or describing a situation she could not possibly have escaped but all the while denying mat it had happened to her. women denied access to the centres of power and wealth, and to making the daily stuff of their lives -the household, neighbourhood, kin networks, ethnic hall, radical reading group, religious celebration, and nationalist organization -the chief subject Far from simply providing justification for the study of private matters and inconsequential lives, this approach insists that agency in society is not exclusively the domain of the powerful and privileged. Subordinated and disadvantaged groups can also exercise choice, mount resistance (or alternatively, orchestrate their accommodation with the dominant ethos), and wield some influence. As Roberto Perin has argued, immigrants need to be understood as protagonists in the transformative processes in which they were involved. 30 And that includes the exploitative contexts they had to negotiate, whether that meant escaping worsening economic conditions or class tensions in their homeland, greasing the palms of recruiting agents and shipping captains profiting from the overseas traffic in humans, and joining kin and co-nationals in low-paid occupational clusters in the new economy. This perspective reflects, of course, a rejection of an immigrant-as-victim approach to the subject. It also reveals a dissatisfaction with causal models that offered either a shopping list of push-pull factors or reductionist economic explanations of the phenomenon: namely, that immigration equals the flow of labour to capital. 31 Exploring the particular contexts involved and the specific motives and resources that led certain individuals and groups, but not others, to migrate became important to new immigration historians. For example, the phenomenon of male sojourning was not simply the product of a given economic configuration, that is, reduced job opportunities at home and the presence of work opportunities elsewhere. It was contingent upon the willingness of men and their relations to chose that strategy over others and to take the risks and pay the costs ( Anglo-Celtic labour aristocracy still attracts serious attention attests to its significance. 3 * By noting that it was rooted in an analysis ofclass, culture, and to a lesser extent, gender, 39 yet did not problematize race/ethnicity, I am not interested in merely exposing absences. Rather, I want to ask how we might apply the insights of immigrant history and race studies, including work on the construction of whiteness in Britain and America, to explore whether the construction of the Canadian craftsman was a racialized as well as a gendered and class-delineated process. Since many of the skills and traditions that informed the craftsman's masculinity and (vulnerable) privilege among Canada's working classes were transplanted from Britain, we might explore how such men negotiated the resettlement process, the role played by wives and children, and whether the tradesmen's skills and traditions arrived intact or underwent modification. What difference might it make to our portraits of these men if we took into account their Englishness or Scottishness? How does Irishness complicate the picture? Was their class perspective informed by notions of British manhood, the British race, imperialism, jingoism? We know that British and Anglo-Canadian artisans drew on imperialist metaphors and contrasting images of free (manly) versus slave labour, but we could probe further the racialized context of these and other constructs critical to the early labour movements. Little attention has been paid to artisans from non-Anglo-Celtic backgrounds, though an exception is Joy Parr's analysis of the interplay between masculinity, skill, and 'Germanness' among furniture makers in Hanover, Ontario. 
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Beginning in the late 1970s, ethnic and labour historians also began uncovering a rich history of non-British immigrant militancy and radicalism, particularly for tbe intensely studied 1880s-1930s era. Earlier, conventional stereotypes of 'foreign' workers as *unorganizable'-as suffering from false class-consciousness on account of their commitment to ethnic loyalties, or easily duped by employers and conservative elites -were superseded by more complex portraits of ethnic workers who at times engaged in dramatic confrontations at the workplace. By this time, a debate had emerged among North American scholars over the relationship between class-consciousness and ethnic identity. On one side were those, such as the US radical historian Gabriel Kolko, who stressed the fragmentation of the early-20th-century working class that derived from sojourning (that is, successive waves of temporary workers) and ethnic cleavages. In response, various ethnic and labour scholars documented the contribution of European radicalism brought by immigrants to the North American labour scene and particular moments when groups of racially and ethnically diverse workers came together in common struggle. These studies do not undermine a fundamental tenet of the Kolko structuralist thesis -namely, that male sojourning and racial-ethnic conflicts hampered labour solidarity -but they showed how immigrants could simultaneously display class consciousness and a deep commitment to ethnic identity. They brought to light the hitherto unexplored world of immigrant radicals and their historic role in building workers' movements in North America. 
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Creese has modified the story by uncovering instances of Asian workers' militancy and of cross-racial solidarity between Asian and white workers in Vancouver. The labour movement, she shows, adopted a strategy of racial solidarity during two brief periods of heightened labour radicalism in Canada: die World War I era (1917-21) and die Depression. During die first era, Chinese, Japanese, and East Indian workers, usually in combination with whites, participated in a wave of strikes in die greater Vancouver area, mostly in die lumber and fishing industries. Such collaboration was even more pronounced during die Depression, when Asian workers were actively recruited as comrades, and dieir issues (equal pay, eliminating die 'Oriental* contract system) were placed on die labourmovement'sagenda.
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Given the radical research sympathies that had drawn historians to die study of immigrant workers during die 1970s and 1980s, it is not surprising diat they focused on die 'exceptional' militants. Workers who did not engage in strike action, or indeed, acted as strikebreakers, were largely ignored, except in a few instances. Craig Heron's studies of steelworkers, and Ramirez' consideration of Italian migrants in resource and railway jobs, bodi offered sound structural and cultural explanations for die apparent disinterest of Europeans, especially sojourners, in die mainstream Canadian labour movement. Their studies suggest diat migrant workers were not entirely docile, but their limited commitment to workers' struggles was influenced by die brevity of their encounter with Canadian workplaces and workers and dieir relative absence (vis-à-vis Canadian workers) from die better skilled and more protected jobs. As sojourners bent on returning home with a nest egg, and as highly dispensable workers operating in a constantly replenished labour market, one effective way to protest exploitative conditions was to escape diem. documenting the daily activities and struggles of workers and members of working-class families to achieve a modicum of security in a patriarchal, capitalist society. 31 Immigration historians have not addressed sufficiently the gendered nature of work and family life, but their community studies have contributed enormously to our growing knowledge of immigrant workers' lives outside the workplace, especially those non-militant workers rarely given a face in labour histories. Specialized studies of Ukrainians, Italians, Poles, Mennonites, Hungarians, and other communities in a variety of Canadian locales have explored to varying degrees the private and social arenas that workers inhabited off the jobhouseholds, neighbourhoods, social and political clubs, places of worship, language classes, and theatre. Much of mis work has appeared in the form of detailed case studies of a single racial-ethnic group in which the overall emphasis is on the gradual but successful adaptation to the new society and on the institutional completeness of ethnic communities. While recent works on the 19th-century Irish and on the homesteaders of turn-of-the-century western Canada have dealt with rural contexts, 20th-century works highlight urban locales, especially Montréal and Toronto.
The racial-ethnic community approach was and remains popular among immigration historians precisely because it offers a valuable framework for demonstrating the richness and diversity of immigrant life. What earlier observers dubbed ethnic ghettoes or marginal communities were shown instead to have been dynamic colonies of settlement characterized by a vibrant association^ life, complex internal class and political divisions, and a decided 'ambience.' Scholars have emphasized the innovative ways in which immigrants recreated valued pre-migration rituals and organizations but also initiated new ones. These studies tend to highlight the movers and shakers, or ethnic elites, of the immigrant world, be they the shopkeepers and other 'ethnic' small businessmen applauded for building institutional infrastructures; the steamship agents and other 'middle men' who though possibly despised were critical links in the commerce of migration; and middle-class intellectuals and religious figures of various political persuasions who supplied leadership to the community's association^ life. But they are also sensitive to the subtle differences of rank and power evident in a community comprised predominantly of working-class and lower middle-class members, where the smallest gradations of wealth, education, and status take on enormous significance. Whether dealing exclusively with the immigrant generation or considering multigenerational patterns, such studies also deploy a similar analysis of immigrant adjustment. In reacting to the new challenges of their adopted society, it is usually argued, the newcomers were neither completely untouched nor completely remade into Canadians. Rather, an unique synthesis emerged in the form of the distinct racial-ethnic community being scrutinized.
But while the community study has done much to give face and voice to immigrants, it has led to some excesses and distortions of its own. Not least of these difficulties was a tendency, more evident earlier on than recently, towards rushed and superficial histories of specific racial-ethnic groups. The most graphic illustrations of this problem can be found in the Generation Series, that uneven series of volumes on Canada's ethnic groups launched in the 1970s with monies from the then Secretary of State for Multiculturalism. As Perin has observed, with some exceptions (for example, the volumes on Hungarians and Portuguese), the monographs in this series have little to offer social historians. Intended as books of synthesis, most authors were unable to draw on a firm base of historical research. The weakest volumes are ahistorical in approach, and the analyses deploy rigid and static concepts of family, culture, community activism, and ethnic persistence. At best, women receive superficial attention. The series has all the characteristics of a project prematurely mounted.
Even confining ourselves to relatively sophisticated works, some worrying tendencies emerge. In seeking to rescue immigrants from their traditional status as history's downtrodden masses, new immigration historians have revealed an overly zealous desire to celebrate agency, resiliency, and immigrant success. This tendency has resulted in a steady stream of case studies of immigrant groups and communities that downplay or ignore the ways in which the state, class position, racism, patriarchy, and other structural and cultural barriers can seriously curb choice or create insurmountable barriers. In presenting respectable portraits of immigrants, comparatively little attention is paid either to the tragic casualties of the migration process -the deserted wives of the old village who spent their remaining lives 'waiting' for their men in 'America' to return home or call them over, the men dead or permanently disfigured from unsafe jobs, the women and 
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Several such examples may be found in the references contained in notes 24,33, and 34 (and, for the US, 25). children living in tenor of an abusive husband, boarder, or employer -or to the psychological scars the migration experience engendered even for die more successful immigrants. A 'rags-to-riches' storyline, as Harney once observed, is also dangerous in that it creates the raise notion mat immigrants who genuinely exploit opportunities inevitably achieve success. The immigrant experience is really many diverse experiences and responses; it is a social phenomenon shot through with such a multiplicity of meanings that cannot adequately be captured by the dichotomy: immigrant versus victim. Frameworks that move us beyond a simple dualism, that challenge us to probe dialectical tensions, dut encourage us to capture rather than conveniently explain away or downplay 'uneven developments,' to use Mary Poovey's phrase, 54 should be explored and debated. The transitional contexts in which immigrants constantly negotiated their class, gender and racial-ethnic identities particularly requires more careful scrutiny.
Another worrying trend concerns the Whiggish and linear analysis evident in immigrant community studies, where, with time, cohesive societies and an ethnic group identity inevitably develop out of clusterings of newcomers. It has also led to studies that seriously downplay political, class, gender, and other differences within such collectivities even while they are identified. Many community-based studies refer to class and political tensions, for example, but few carefully examine the nature and repercussions of such conflicts, although two important exceptions include Orest Martynowych's Ukrainians in Canada, the best study yet to appear recently in Ukrainian-Canadian studies, and Patrias' exploration of the left versus right camps within Canada's Hungarian communities.
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This tendency towards homogenizing immigrant experiences has also taken the form of analyses that, implicitly or explicitly, assume that male elites -die ethnic community's public figures, institution-builders, and spokespeople (selfproclaimed or odierwise) -genuinely represent the community and that their actions reflect expressions of ethnic-group identity. This insistence upon identifying an ethnic identity with the rhetoric and actions of ethnic elites, for example, shapes many of the Generation Series monographs. But this thread also runs through sophisticated histories, including John Zucchi's pioneering monograph on Toronto's pre-World War II Italians. Zucchi carefully identifies the various constituencies that made up the city's early Italian communities -for example, workers, clerics, small businessmen, pro-and anti-fascists-and offers fascinating material on the great class and cultural divide that separated newly-arrived immigrants from 'their' clerics, but his main intention is evident from the book's subtitle, 'Development of a National Identity.' It sits uncomfortably atop his own evidence of the continuing regional, class, political, and other differences that shaped relations within the group. rubric of 'the family' and are thereby rendered invisible. The family itself becomes reified; it is presented as a disentangled unit rather man a collection of people (with differing interests and influence) and is credited with ensuring die greatest (and equal) good for all its members. Hence, immigration historians talk of the family decision to emigrate, the family's work ethos, and the familialist values of immigrants without really exploring how members wititin families negotiated such decisions and values. They talk of the flexible family capable of withstanding capitalist and other pressures, but feminist insights regarding gender and power dynamics within families and households are entirely ignored. Few immigration historians, for example, have treated the family as an arena of multiple relations, usually between members with unequal power. The argument that ethnic families were characterized by a corporatist work ethos that bound die members of the household together does not mean that die family was necessarily an egalitarian institution. We know otherwise: family life was a contested terrain. It could be simultaneously a site of support and oppression, particularly for women. Donna Gabaccia has observed, for instance, that in die us few immigrant community studies treat women's lives seriously. Those that do integrate women's experiences tend to focus on those forms of public behaviour that most closely correspond to male activity, especially wage-earning patterns, workplace employment, and labour activism. These observations apply equally to Canadian ethnic community studies: neglected or ignored are precisely those phenomena, such as childbearing and rearing, housework and other forms of reproductive work, sexuality, and marital relations, that are specific to women's lives. In part, this absence, as Gabaccia suggests, reflects the assumption that such behaviour had little direct impact on immigrant community life, as defined by public activities and institution-building. 39 Rectifying this bias will require, of course, more than simply adding in aspects of women's so-called private lives; it will entail efforts to examine die interplay between 'private' and 'public' behaviour for both men and women. This is a strength of Royden Loewen's work on Mennonite communities in Manitoba and Nebraska: he integrates women's reproductive lives, farm roles, religious worldview, and their encounters with urban and secular forces, into his central analyses concerning die patterns of change and continuity that characterized Mennonite life over several generations.
60 Indeed, I would urge redefining our working notions of community life so as to give credence to die 'unofficial' but equally important forms of social life at which women excelled: as die friends and confidants of die other women of their neighbourhood, as the social covenors of dieir extended circle of kin, and as die behind-the-scenes organizers of many public events. Such a view of community life would get us beyond conventional institu- tional histories mat relegate women to the brief section on the ladies' auxiliaries. It would make their networks and the very stuff of their everyday lives a primary concern. Gendering community life will surely produce more nuanced and multilayered portaits of immigrant communities.
Defiant Domestics
THE HISTORICAL LITERATURE on Canada's immigrant women has been dominated by two major themes, both of them related to work and working-class issues and both concerning women who were in important respects exceptional: domestic servants and labour activists. In the case of some groups, such as the interwar Finns whose histories Varpu Lindstrom has particularly brought to our attention, some of the women were bom domestics and defiant. Other themes have also emerged in this scholarship, including the homesteading activities of pioneer women in the Canadian west and the volunteer activities of women within their respective racial-ethnic colonies. ' But immigrant maids and ethnic activists have received disproportionate attention.
The subject of domestic service, especially its exploitative features, has long interested Marxist, labour, and women's historians and historical social scientists in Canada. By the 1980s scholars were paying closer attention to the critical role that immigrants played in shaping this history.
62 Taken unions deserves more careful attention, even if it is mainly a history of set-backs. Also, die (changing?) character of die mistress-servant relationship, and indeed die relations between die domestic and all die odier members of die household or institution she served, needs to be held up to more historical scrutiny. To date, scholars have tended to focus on die perceptions of die 'mistress' toward her 'servant', or, more commonly, die domestic's (usually grim) depiction of working conditions. These studies have done much to expose to our view 'hidden' class, race, and sexual exploitation, but further examinations of die daily encounters between 'foreign' maids and their 'clients' would produce rich histories of everyday life. We also need more comparative studies of immigrant maids, as well as comparative studies of foreign-born and Canadian-born maids. I would have diought, too, diat more debate might have occurred over die contrasting, even conflicting, portraits of domestic service offered in die literature, which range from unmitigated drudgery to desirable jobs. These contrasting images reflect not so much differing political or theoretical positions, for many of die scholars writing this history share a pro-feminist, pro-labour and anti-racist politics, but, radier differing disciplinary concerns. Social scientists have been primarily concerned with delineating die exploitative features of domestic work, while historians have highlighted die (admittedly limited) agency of immigrant women as they negotiated die demands and constraints of die job. 67 In addition, odier female migration movements, including prostitution rings, have received less careful study, though an exception is Parr's work on die English hosiery workers recruited for Ontario cotton mills, a group of women workers who by virtue of their highly-valued industrial skills and capacity as breadwinners were even more exceptional than domestics. More than simply reflecting different research interests, however, die literature devoted to 'ordinary' immigrant women (like that on domestic servants) has been written by specialists deploying different analytical approaches. The most significant difference exists between historians and social scientists in die field. Heavily influenced by die family strategies and community focus of die new immigration history, die treatment of women by immigration historians of women has been characterized by an emphasis on the varied contributions tiiat women made to resetdement and die cultural adjustments of families and to die connective life of die edinic community. Thus, while women receive separate treatment, the primary concern is to elaborate on family and community cohesion. That concern saflects die project of new immigration historians to revamp earlier, padiological depictions of immigrant families and community and also to insist tiiat women were resourceful players in bom contexts. But it can have die unfortunate consequence of rendering immigrant women as simply so much connective tissue. Much is thus made of their identification with family and dieir capacity to hold togedier family, kin and edinic community, but their daily predicaments and desires remain insufficiently explored.
By contrast, the historical social scientists who have written about immigrant women (usually dwugh not exclusively for die post-1945 era) have drawn on die more explicitly feminist and class-and race-based theories developed particularly within sociology and Women's Studies; hence, die focus on domestic violence, illiteracy, and lack of access to industrial training programs, ghettoization in low paying, dead-end female jobs, and racism. As in die United States, where similar patterns prevail, 73 the best illustration of diis greater emphasis on victimization in die sociological literature is die triple-oppression model that highlights die work on immigrant and minority women. Attempts to discern die ways in which minority women have been oppressed, as immigrants, women, and workers, offer a way of examining die structural determinants of immigrant women's oppression and die racial and gender inequities of die labour force of advanced industrial economies. By alerting us to die structural, racial-cultural, gender, and ideological barriers to immigrant and minority women's integration and self-empowerment, this literature and feminist theory in general serve as a valuable check on die unbridled agency and naive depictions of co-operative family units in ethnic history. Yet, the almost exclusive emphasis on victimization will leave many social historians, and students of women's history in particular, unsatisfied. Such portraits of immigrant women fail to consider whether the women themselves perceived of their lives in entirely bleak terms and preclude any discussion of agency. The resolution to mis victimversus-agency conundrum will not be easily achieved, but one place to start is with more rigorous and closely textured analyses of the dialectical interplay between agency and oppression that has shaped minority women's lives. Arguments about the centrality of family to immigrant women's lives, for example, need not descend into simplistic conclusions about such women's truncated self-identities or their incapacity for self-emancipation. Nor should it lead us to ignore the complex power dynamics inequities and multiple relationships that helped shape family life and women's lives in particular.
Whatever the perspective employed, it also remains the case that historical works on Canada's immigrant women have focused on their paid and unpaid labours and their (complicated) relationship to family and the family economy. Other aspects of these women's lives have been ignored. We have written about immigrant women, for example, as though they do not have a sexuality. In contrast to the United States, where recent work has explored the leisure and popular culture of immigrant women, Canadian scholars have remained largely silent on these topics. 74 Studies of working-class immigrant women have only awkwardly incorporated anecdotal bits about the role that visionary dreams, premonitions, folk remedies, and even gossip played in cultivating immigrant women's culture. The neglect of second-generation ethnic women who grew up in Canada has also meant there has been little historical exploration of how young women (and, for that matter, young men ) negotiated their identity while living simultaneously within different cultural worlds that could prescribe conflicting rules about sex, marriage, manhood, womanhood, and family. Gay histories of racial-ethnic men and women are also sure to break new ground.
Not only is it time to expand the scope of immigrant women's history in Canada, but also to rescue it from its second-class status within the larger field of Canadian women's history. To be sure, Canadian women's historians have been especially sympathetic to the field, and feminist immigration historians like myself have found them critical allies. Such support is crucial for feminists working in sub-fields other than women's history (ones that remain male-dominated), espe- 
Conclusion
HISTORICAL WRITING about Canada's immigrants has had a long and rich history, but there remains a considerable list of individuals, groups, and events that deserve their historians. Not only do we need more specialized studies of less-known immigrants and immigrant communities, but we need comparative analyses of immigrants and rigorously gendered analyses of ethnic politics and activism, marital relations, households and family life, workplaces, and communities. The central theme running through the twists and turns that this article has taken is a vision (however hazy) of a more inclusive and synthetic approach to treatments of immigrants and minorities and the category of race-ethnicity in Canadian history. It is a call for a more integrative approach to the study of immigrants, one in which the interconnections of class, gender, and race-ethnicity are considered not as fixed and immutable entities but as processes -processes that in some contexts might act in concert, mutually reinforcing each other, but at other times impose contradictory influences on women's and men's and girls and boys lives. As Nancy Hewitt has observed, the racial-ethnic identities of immigrants, like their class and gender identities, did not arrive fully blown upon their arrival in the new world, but were regularly negotiated amid changing and changed circumstances. Recent work in die US on what scholars have called die "inbetween" racial status of white immigrants from eastern and southern Europe -mat is, meir position of racial inferiority vis-a-vis white Americans and racial superiority vis-a-vis African Americans -offers a fascinating and concrete illustration of how theoretical insights about the construction of 'whiteness' can illuminate our understanding of white immigrants as well as immigrants of colour. Drawing on an impressive array of songs, immigrant stories, and public discourses, James Barret and David Roediger, for example, show how the 'new immigrant' southern and east Europeans who dominated migration to the US between 1885 and 1924, and who remade the American working class, actually underwent a process of becoming white.
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A more integrative approach to immigrants will require considerable work and certainly far more exchange between various historical sub-fields and different disciplines mat have tackled die subject of immigrants and minorities. If, for example, my paper calls for die gendering of immigrant life so, too, does it advocate that historians of workers, women, and die family take seriously die diversity of Canada's peoples. If it calls for more rigorous analyses of racialized discourses and die immigration reception activities of Canadian reformers, so, too, does it advocate that our studies of racism/nativism take serious account of die hostile relations among and between immigrants and minorities. As James Barrett observes, historians have paid little attention to how successive waves of immigrants and 'ethnics' have interacted with each other to produce particular class and cultural configurations and to act as assimilating forces on each other. 81 We need to continue to enlarge die parameters of what constitutes immigrant history, to push and pull at die boundaries which in the last twenty-five years have defined die field -die well-adjusted families, manly militants, hardworking ethnics, defiant domestics, and cohesive communities -and begin to include die very people, events, and processes that do not fit comfortably into die current frameworks but nevertheless belong in any synthetic history of immigrants and minorities: die criminals and die mentally anguished, die victims of crime and violence, and inter-ethnic racism. Finally, and most difficult of all to articulate, we need to explore ways of writing the history of immigrants and minorities in Canada that do not affirm immigrant status as othered. In an immigrant nation like Canada, whose very foundations as a white settler society were forged in racism and die subjugation of native peoples and whose multi-ethnic and multi-racial reality has long been a critical factor influencing economic, social, intellectual, cultural and political developments, all Canadian historians need to ask serious questions not only about the particular experiences of certain immigrants and minorities but also about how we can fully integrate race and ethnicity, majority and minority lives, into all of our analysis of the Canadian past. 
